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Dr. Sherlock, «c. 


SIR, 


Ou deſire to know what I have to ſay to the Ob- 
jections that are made by a late Writer againſt 
the Authority of Joſephus, in what he ſays con- 

cerning the Submiſſion that was made to Alexander 
the Great by Por the High-Prieſt of the Jews, and 
againſt the uſe that is made of it by ſome that have 
written in Defence of the Oath of Allegiance to Their 
Majeſties. 

Firſt, Againſt the Story it ſelf; the ObjeCtor ſaith, 7 « 
very ſuſpitious, on two accounts : Firſt, That zo Author be- 
fides Joſephus and. his Followers, mention any ſuch thing. 
Secondly, He ſets forth the difficu/ty of reconciling it with 
Chronology: To which he adds, That there are ſeveral 
Inconſiſtences in the Story it elf, 

Secondly, The ObjeQtor ſaith, That sf the Story were 
true, yet it woulda not prove the Point for which is is at 
leaged, | 
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(2) 

To conſider what he bringeth under theſe Heads, we 
ſhall begin with what he faith. of the /»ſpiciouſneſs of the 
Story. To prove this charge, his firſt —_— is, be- 
cauſe zo Author beſides Joſephus, and thole that had it 
from him, mentions or takes notice of any ſuch thing. 

This Argument lyes againſt all that Joſephus has writ- 
ten of the Jewiſh Aﬀairs, within the Hiſtorical time of 
the Heathens,except what he takes out of Scripture, or out 
of the Bovuks of the Maccabees ; for we have no other Anci- 
ent Jewiſh Hiſtory. If there had been any other Jeni 
Hiſtorian that had written the things of Alexander's 
time, and faid nothing of this Story of Jaddus, nor of Jad- 
dus himſelf, (for his living tizen is queſtioned by our Ob- 
jector,) then indeed there had been great occaſion to ſay, 
that their filence had made this Story ſuſpicious. But 
when there is no Jewiſh Writer that pretends to write a 
Hiſtory of thoſe Times, in this caſe to argue againſt the 
Authority of Joſephus, only from the filence of Heathes 
Hiſtorians ; this ſeems to be very unjuſt and unreaſonable. 
Who knows not that the Heathens generally contemned 
and hated the Jews, as being not only Revilers of their 
Gods,but Enemies to all the reſt of Mankind?Hence it came 
to paſs, that thoſe Writers he mentions, have ſcarce ever 
named the Jews in their Hiſtories. But Joſephs deſign'd 
nothing more than to give us a Hiſtory of the 7ews. 
How then ſhould his Credit be impeacht by the ſilence of 
Heathen Writers? Eſpecially in a Matter which they 
would be ſure to conceal, for that very reaſon that he had 
to mention it, namely, becauſe it made for the honour 
of his Nation. 

It was the ſame reaſon, that they had to paſs by all the 
Miracles of Chriſt and his Apoſtles. Should we therefore 
grant the Story of theſe to be ſuſpicious, becauſe the Hea- 


then Writers of thole times take no notice of any ſuch _ ? 
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We ought to take heed of ſuch Arguments as an Advers- 
ſary may make uſe of againſt the Goſpel it ſelf, 

Bur if it were true that our ObjeCtor here ſays,that thoſe 
Heathens tell us the clean contrary to that which we have 
from Joſephus, there might be ſomething in this contra- 
diction, tho not in the filence of Heathen Writers. But 
perhaps the Objector might mean, that the Account of 
thoſe Hiſtorians is contrary to that of the Author, againſt 
whom he writes. For this Author, as he cites him, (I 
know not how truly,) faith, That from Tyre Alexander «! "Wa 
came direttly to Jeruſalem, That indeed doth not agree 1 
with the account that is given us by the Hiſtorians he 
mentions. But Joſephus doth not ſay this : He tells us, 

That Alexander having belieg'd Tyre ſeven months, and 

then taken it, came forward to Gaza, and took it after a 

Siege of two months; and then haſtened to Jeruſalem, 

which ſubmitted to him, as alſo did the Neighbouring 

Cities, This conlifts very well with what we read in 

thoſe Hiſtorians : For tho they agree, that from Tyre he 

went diretly to Gaza, yet after the taking of that City, 

they do not ſay that he went preſently into Egypt ; He 

might ſtay long enough to go to Fer»/alem, which was a- 

bout Fifty miles diſtant, and receive the Submiſſion of 

that and the Neighbouring Cities, before he went into E- 

egypt. Ifay he might well do this, according to Diodor's 
Account, who faith, * That having ſettled things about * Dioder. 
Gaza, afterwards he ſent away Amyntas with ten Ships + Edit. 
tor Macedonia, and then went with his Army into Egype. _— 
This being not contrary, but very conſiſtent with the Ac- + me © apt 
count that we have from Joſephns, there is no farther cauſe 7% 1 #1 nn 
of /u{picion on this head. _ 

The next is the difficulty of reconcilin? it with Chro- 
nology; Nay, this 15 not all the Objector tells us, for he 
faith afterwards, there are difficulties that have perplext all 
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* p. 11, Chroxologers : And at. laſt, * There are- 5»ſuperable diffi 
culties 1n this Story, Where are they? For I confeſs L 
do not ſee any difficulty. He tells us,.in the Ages of the 
perſons, pag..9. Mighty Ages, not in the leaſt mentioned ty 
any Hiſtorian : Namely, that Sanballat lived ta above 145, 
«74 Jaddus to above 124 years of age. 

But doth Joſephus ſay this? Not in words, nothing 
like it. But it muſt come to this, if the ObjeQor reckon 
true. And if he miſreckons for Joſephus, he deals as ill 
with the Scripture, only he doth not charge it with ſuſp;- 
zi0z on this account. But according to the Scripture, as 
he underſtands it, Ezra muſt have lived to a much greater 
Age than either of thoſe before mentioned. 

* p. 17 The Objector* will have Ezra born about ſix years be- 
fore the Babyloxiar Captivity, and to have ſeen the firſt 
Temple yet ſtanding ; and 59. Years after this, viz. in the 
firſt year of Cyrs, to have return'd from the.Captivity. So 
that then Ezra. was 65 years of Age by his reckoning : 
From thence to the ſeventh year of Artaxerxes Longimanus, 

þ are ſeventy nine. years ; ſo that then Ezrs muft have been 

FE. i One hundred and fourty four years of age, according to our 

+ ObjeCtors account. And yet it is certain, that in that year 

al EY of Artaxerxes, Ezramade a Journey from Babylon to Jeru- 

TY 11% * 221-7: [alem *; andit is as certain, that he lived 13 years after 

* i | A that, namely till the 20h. of Artaxerxes; and then, accord- 
8! 4 ing to our Objettor, he mult have been 157 years of age ; 

Ys * x. 12. and yet, as old as he was, that very year * he led the Fro- 

$18 5-37 ceſſion up Stairs and down Stairs about the Wall of Jeru- 


"09 ſalem. He might live many Years after this, as we may 
4 judge by his ſtrength of Body in that Exerciſe. But it 
-'þ * hedyed that-year, being 157 years old, as he muſt be by 


the Objectors reckoning ; he that finds no difficulty 1n this, 
or takes no notice of it, for fear of refleting. upon Scrip- 
zure, ought not_to call that Story in 7eſephus iy ar 
becaule 


& 


($) 


becaule of the difficulty of reconciling it withC hronology. 

But in vain do Mea talk of reconciling Differences, where 
there are none but of their own making. They that take 
Ezra to have been born before theCaptivity,judge ſo for this 


* reaſon ; becaule it is ſaid, That he was the Son of Seraia * p. 8. 


the High-Prieft, that was kill'd before the Captivity : But 


in like manner,Serai« 15 there made * the 17th. from Aaron, * z.7.1. 
The meaning of < 


that lived near a thouſand years before. 
theſe words 1s, that Seraia-was deſcended from Aaron, (and 
ſo Ezra was from Seraia,) not immediatly, but with others 
between,thatare not mentioned. And ſo Johanas the High- 
Prieſt is called * the Son of Eliaſhib, who indeed was his 


Pedegrees, which if the ObjeAor had conſidered; he would 
not have run himſelf into that difficulty of Ezra's Age, 
which, tho he takes no notice of it, is much greater than 
thoſe are of which he complains. 

And yet thele that he complains of are Difficulties of his 
own making, and proceed only from an eager deſire to find 
faults in that Story 1n Joſephus. If this had not blinded his 
Eyes, he might have ſeen, that, admitting that Story to 
be true, yet there was no neceſlity of making either Jadawme 
or Sanballat live to ſo great an Age. 

Firſt for Jaddus, who (as he ſaith) muſt have been 124 
years old at the taking of Tyre, the Objetor proves his 
Age by theſe ſteps. 

Firſt he takes it for granted, that Jaddus was High-Prieſt 
at the time when the Book of Nehemiah was written ; but 
he takes this only as * probable, and therefore by his own 
confeſſion, all can be but- probable that he builds on it. 

Next for the time when that Book was written, . 
muſt have been before Nehemiah dyed ; that is certain. 
But. whea did he dye ? The ObjeQtor tells us from Drove, 

that 


1 ! - + Nth, 13. 
Grand-Father, and his Father was * T-hoiada, that is not 23, 


there mentioned. This is a common way of ſhortning * 12+ 19. 
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chat he died the laſt year of Loygimanus, who reigned 
41 Years. But to what end doth he tell us this ? For he 
himſelf could not believe it, as appears by his Words. For 
faith he, I think the leaſt we can allow for the time of Nehe- 
miah's 1;zving after he ended his Book, is 30 Tears ; and it 
zs very probable it was much more, Well, ſay but 3o Years, 
and account that upward from the time of his death ac- 
cording to Briet; and then Nehemiah's Writing of his 
Book will be in the 11zh. Year of Artaxerxes, that is, his 
Book was written 9 Years before any of thoſe things 
happened that are written in it. Now this I think the 
Obje&or could not mean, and therefore he doth but a- 
muſe us with that idle Quotation. 

How loever, as if he had prov'd ſomething by this, he 
inters from it (I know not how) that Jadass was High- 
Prieſt the laſt Year of Artaxerxes. Grant him this, and 
he has no more to ask. For then, Jadadus being 30 years 
old, to this add 94 (which is the time from the death of 
Artaxerxes, till Alexander's coming to Jeruſalem,) and then 
Taddus, at that time Jolephus faſtens this Story, muſt have 
been 124 years old. Q. E.D. 

But tho I do not ſee which way he proves this, I ſee 
very clear Reaſons to the contrary, whichT think are un- 
an{werable. 

Firſt, That the Book of Nehemiah was not written, till 
after the dearh of Artaxerxes Longimanus : Secondly, That 
Jadaus was not High-Prieſt at the Death of Artaxerxes ; 
nor probably born then, nor long after, till the end of Da- 
rims Nothas. 

Firſt, That Nehemiah did not write in any part of Ar- 
zaxerxes's Reign, but either in or after the time of Darius 
his 4mmediate Succeſſor: This 15 certain ; For in his Book 
he mentions * the Reign of Dari the Perſian. I think none 
will lay he did this by the Spirit of Prophecy. But to 
COME 
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(7) 
come nearer the point, I inliſt upon it, that he writ after 
the Reign of Darius. So the Hebrew words ſhew, that he 
writ when that Reign was expired ; for there it is- ſaid, 
That the Heads of the Lewztes, and allo the Priefts, were 
recorded, wy Ma322--5y Over or throughout the Reign 
of Dariws.It appears, that the words are fo to be underſtood, 
by what followeth 1n the next Verſc,where it is ſaid, that 
the Heads of the Lewites were recorded in the Book of the 
Chronicles pjmv 199--1y tall the days of Johazan, that is, till 
he came to be High-Prieſt, I take Nehemiah's meaning 


ia thoſe two * Verles, to be thus in ſhort :* Having given + y.2:,2;; 


account * of the Heads of the Prieſts that were in the * N-. 12. 
time of Jeſbua the High-Prieſt, and afterwards || of them /” .. 
that were in the time of his Son Joiakim; having alſo given 21. 
account || of the Heads of the Levites that were in Joiakin's |, "5 9 
time ; he thought ſome account would be expetted of 25. ©” 
them that were in the days of the following High-Prieſts : 
Therefore he inſerted theſe * two Verſes, wherein he tells * 1-22.23. 
us, That as for the Levites that were in the days of El;- 

aſhib, Joiada, Johawan, and Jadana,the Heads of thoſe Levites, 

and alſo the Prieſts, all that were in the Reign of Darzs 
Nothwus, were recorded in the Book of Chroxicles ; but at- 
terwards the Prieſts were not recorded, but only the Heads 

of the Levites ; and thoſe, only during the High-Prieit- 

hood of El;aſhib and Jojada who were then dead, but not 

of Johanan, who it ſeems was then newly come to be High- 

Prieſt, when this Book was written. As for Jadaza, he 

is mentioned, both || here, and betore || in this Chapter, ,. -, 
not as being High-Prieſt then, (how could he in hus Fathers || v. 1». 
days ?) but only as being then living, and Heir apparent of 

the High-Prieithood ; ſo the words are underſtood by the 

moſt Learned || Primate, who was as wella great Chrono- , ,,.. 
loger, as a good Textuary. Ann. A.M, 

It may be aid, that it this Interpretation be trye, ganry” 2539. 
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(8) 
-»iah muſt have lived to a very great Age. No doubt he 
did ſo ; for he was Cup-bearer to King Artaxerxes, in the 
2Cth, year of his Reign. We may ſuppoſe Nehemiah to 
have been then about 25 years of Age ; after that, he li- 
ved to ſee the High Priefthood paſs from Father to Son for 
four Generations.: And he ſaw a fifth coming in view, 
namely Jadduas,whom we ſuppoſe to have been then about 
30 years old. All this might very well be, if Nehemiah 
were born 470 years before Chriſt, and writ in the year 
247 before Chrilt. Then he was about 104 years old ac- 
cording to our reckoning, which is not ſo incredible an 
Age, as that of Ezy#'s being 157 years old when he went 
in that clambering Proeefſion according to the account of 
our Objector. 

Secondly, For Taddus his being High-Prieſt at the time of 
Artaxerxes's Death, which our Objettor makes the ground 
of his Calculation, I have ſhewn he has no ground for his 
affirming of this, and that might ſuffice for an Anſwer. 
But beſides, that it is groundlets, it is alſo highly impro- 
bable. Forif this had been true, there muſt have been li- 
ving and dying no leſs than 5 High Prieſts in one dire& 
Line, from Father to Son, in the ſpace of two and twen- 
ty years. 

Firſt, His Grand-Fathers Grand-Father TJoiakim, was 

1x.12 High-Prieſt within the time while Nehemiah || was Gover- 

28 nour;.thatis certain. But his Government began in the 
twentieth year of Artaxerxes. It appears, that Jozakims 

127%, 13. dyedthe fame year; for hisSon Elzaſhib [| was High Prieft 

I. at the time when the Wall of Jeruſalem was building, And 
y Neb. 13 he was High Prieſt || in the 324. year of Artaxerxes, E- 
28. © Liaſhib continued much longer, as I underſtand it ; but ſup- 
poſe he dyed that very year, there muſt be ſome time al- 

lowed for his Son Jozada after him, and then for his Grand- 

Child Johanan ; for both theſe were High-Priefts, as has 

| been 
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been already ſhewn. But after the 324. of Artaxerxes, there 
were but eight years more before the end of his Reign. We 
have ſcarce known a Change of five Popes in the time that 
this Objector allows for ſo many to come and goin a He- 
reditary Succeſſion : And then the Age of Faddus being 
conſidered, (of which our Objector faith when he came 
to be High-Prieſt, The leaf we can allow is 30 years, and it is 
very probable it was much more :) It it was but 30 years,then 
the Age of 701akim when he dyed, mult have been at leaſt 
92 years ; his Son El;aſhib at leaſt 62 ; his Son Jo;1d4 near 
70; his Son Johawan near 62 ; andeach of theſe, as the Ob- 
jeQtor faith, zt is very probable much more ; and four of theſe 
muſt have been born when their Fathers were but 25 years 
old. Ifany one of theſe things did not happen, then our 
ObjeQtors ground-work tails ; but that all things happen'd 
thus, I think there 1s no probability. 

But on the other hand, there 1s nothing improbable in 
that Account which I offer'd before : Jadds might have 
been born any year before his Father Johazan came to be 
High-Pricft, /at which time I conceive with very good 
ground the Book of Nehemiah was written;) and yet Jad- 
dus might have been mention'd as he is in that Book. But 
I ſuppoſed him born 3o years before, in compliance with 
the moſt Learned Primate,who|| reckons that Jaddzs might 


2 about 83 years old at his Death. So he judged by com- a.M.3602 


paring the Scripture together with TJoſephs's Antiquities. 
I attribute very much to his judgment in theſe Matters : 
Burt not to reit upon that only, I have alſo conlider'd the 
years of theHigh-Prieſts above-mentioned. They are record- 
ed in the Chroxicon Paſchale ; but I think better in Georgimns 
Syncellus ; who tho he doth not quote his Author,yet is rea- 
ſonably preſumed to have tranicribed them from Julins 
Africanus ; an Author that lived little more than 1co 
years after J:/ephus, and living in the tame Country, 
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might have his Information from them that knew as 
well as Joſephus himſelf. In placing the years of 
theſe Prieſts, I begin from the Death of Jadds, who is 


| 7oſ- £*t. ſaid || to have died about the ſame time with Alexaxder the 
1. #84i"8: Great: Reckoning from thence upwards, the Death of 


Toiakim will fall in the 20th. year of Artaxerxes ; which cx- 
atly agreeth with the Account of his Death that I have 
given trom Scripture. And indeed there is nothing ſaid 
of any of theſe Prieſts, either in the Holy Scripture, or in 
Joſephes, but what very well conſiſts with the Account of 
their years that is given us in this Catalogue. That you 
may the better judge of this, I have given you a ſhort 
view of their Years, compared with thoſe of the Kings 
of Perſia, as they are in Prolomy's Canon. 


Yaars before Beginnings of Perſia» Kings, 
Chriſt. and of Tewiſh High-Prieſts. 
445 — In Niſan Nehemia came from Su/a for Jeruſalem : 
Atter his coming thither | _ gies, 
444 — His Son Eliaſhib High-Prieſt, 34 y. 
424 — DARIUS Nothas, 19 y. 
410 — Toiadn, 36 y. 
405 — laddas born. 
ARTAXERXES Mzremon, 46 y. 
374 — JTobanaa 32 y. Nehemiah writ his Book. 
In Tohanar's time Bagoſes was Governour. 
359 — OCHUS, 2t y. 
342 — laddns, 20 y. 
338 — ARSES, 2 y. 
336 — DARIUS Codomanrns, 4 y. 
He ſent Sayballat to Samaria. 
332 — ALEXANDER takes Tyre and Gaz. 
Teruſalem yields to him. 
230 = Darius dies. 


323 = Alexander dies, and Iaddas. 


( 11) 


Having ſhewn that the Age of 1addus has no difficulty 
an it, we are next to confider what there is in the Ages 
of Sanballat and Meanaſſes. 
For the firſt of theſe, he is ſpoken of by Toſephnus, with 
that care which one would have thought might have pre- 
vented this Objection. For whereas the ObjeQor pro- 
cceds upon a ſuppoſition, that the Sazballat in Irſephns, is 
the ſame that was the Adverſary of the Jews in the twen- 
tieth year of Artaxerxes; and if that were true, then in- 
deed he mult have been (as the Objetor would have him,) 
much above 120 years old in Alexander's time ; to prevenc 
all ſuſpicion of this, Ioſephrs deſcribed him by thoſe Cha- 
racters by which we may be ſure he was not the ſame S4x- 
ballat. However, the Objector is pleaſed to (a) ſay, That (4) p. g. 
Ioſephus doth wot intimate any ſuch thing ; he doth more than 
intunate, he tells us plainly in his Deſcription ; Firſt, That 
this was a Chuthear, of that Race from which the Samari- 
tanes came,that/b)is, from Chutha beyond the river Euphrates; ()71ſ.4r. 
and farther, (c) that this Man was ſent to be Governour of WIE _ 
Samaria by the laſt Darius, who was driven out by Alex- g. 14. 
ander the Great.No v who would have thought that this(d) (4/2. 5-7. 
Chutheaz ſhould have been miltaker,for the Moabite of(c) Ho- (OELIOS 
rYonaim, whom [Nebemizh found there 1n Paleſtine 100 years z, 5, 34. 
before in Artaxerxes his time ? I call Vehemziah's Sanballat a 
Moabite,for he is join'd with Tobia the Ammonite (f)almoſt as /N*b-18 
: F , . . 10,19,0%c, 
oft as he is meationed: Andas Nehemizh oblerverh,(g) That ()\gh.c12. 
the Iſraelites were particularly forbidden to marry with 1, 23. 
Moab and Ammon ; lo he (h) gives inſtances of the breach of 6915.4.28. 
this command in the Prieits marrying into the Families 
of Tobia and Saaballat, That Horonaim was in Moab, I 
have ſhewn above in the ( /ee e}) Margent. 
For the ſtrangenels of it, that there ſhould be two of a 
Name; that would not have ſtuck with the Objector, it 
he had conſidered that there were rwo Artaxerxeſes, and 
63: three 
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Cw 3 
three Dartinſes in his view. But thoſe were Kings, and 
they might rake Names from one another: To go lower 
therefore, he might have found two Ezra's and two Nehc- 


- miahs 19 thoſe times ; one of each || came up from Captivi- 
' ty with Zyrobabel; and again one of each was in theGovern- 


ment almolt One hundred years after. There 15 no ſtrange- 
neſs in this, but that any Man ſhould be {o ſenſeleſs to 
think theſe two Pairs were but one Ezra and one VNehe- 
wikh, 

Laſily, For Manaſſes Brother of Iaddus, Toſephns ſaith, That 
he marryed a Heathen Woman, Nzcaſo the Daughter of 
Sanballat the Chuthear, which occaſioned a Breach between 
the Brothers, and thereupon a Schiſm in the Church : This 
Manaſjes {etting up another Temple at Mount Garizim in 
oppoſition to that at Jeruſalem. "The Objector, to tind a 
tault in this.Story, makes many. For, Fir/t, He con- 
tounds this Brother of Iadans, with his Uncle that'is men- 
tioned by Nehemiah, || in the end of his Book. Nehemia there 
calleth him, oze of the Soxs of Toiada the Sen of Eliaſhib zhe 
High-Prieſt, which is plain enough to ſhew, that he was 
younger Brother of Tohanan the Father of Iaddus: But no 
matter for that. The Objector to make Ioſephus a Lyar, 
makes bold with the Scripture it ſelf: He is pleas'd to 
give this Uncle of Taddus the Name of Maraſſes, which 
Nehemiah never thought of : And he will have this Man to 
be Brother of Iaddns ; he calleth him ſo as oft as he menti- 
ons him. And the Wite that he marryed, who was Daugh- 
ter of Sanballat the Horozite, mult be the ſame with Nicaſo 
the Daughter of Sazballat the Chuthean. And in conſequence 
of all this To/cphns muſt be a Liar, who writes of things as 
done in the time of Darius Codomannus, which were done 
long before (as our ObjeQor ſaith,) in the time of Artax- 
erxes Lougimanus. 

But with his leave, Joſephus knew What he writ, as it ap- 
pears 


C13) 
pears by his fixing the time of this Story : There was no 
date of time better known among the Iews, than that of the 
building of their Temple at Jeru/alem ; nor among the S4- 
maritans, than that of the building of the Temple of Ga- 
rizim. They remembred nothing more, than the de- 
ſtruction of their Temples: It was a thing in every oaes 


mouth, Our Fathers worſhip'd in this Mount,faid (a) the Wo-(4)nin i, 
man of Saris to our Saviour. And no doubt,if they had ©* 


any Records or any Hiſtories, the times of theſe things 
were chiefly remembred in them : But it was within 2c0 
years of Toſephns his time, that the Temple at Mount Ga- 
ri2im was deſtroyed by Johannes Hyrcanus. It happen'd at 
a memorable time, being ſoon after the Death of Artiochus 
Pins, (which was in the year bctore Chriſt 130,) then 


that Temple was deſtroyed, ſaith 1oſephus,(b) 200 years at-( Þ i-- 


ter the building of it. How long that Temple ſtood, and 
when it was deltroyed, none knew better than the Sama- 
ritays themſelves. And as they were Enemies to the Tews, 
ſo they mult be particularly to that Author, who provokes 
them as oft as he mentions them. How then durit he 
have put it in their power to diſprove him, as they cer- 
tainly would, if this had not been true ? I take it therefore 
for certain,by their account as well as his, (accounting 200 
years upward from the deſtrutticn,) that their 'Temple 
was built in the year before Chritt 430, whuch fails in 
the time of Alexander the Great, and not as the Object- 
or would have it, in the time of Artaxerxes Lougimanns. 


What ſaith the ObjeQtor to this? He (c) tells us from (:)1/..4er. 
David Ganz, That the Iewiſh Chronologers do affirm, Tha 47: 


the Temple on Mount Garizim was built long before the times 
of Alexander ; aad that all the time of Alexander,Simeon Juſtus 
was High-Prieſt ; which Simeon was the Grandſon of laddus. 
The ObjeQor tells us afterwards, That Calviſius, and ot 
only he, but all Chronologers, find loſephus's Errors and Mi- 
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ſtakes concerning thoſe times ſo many and greſs, as wonld ma's 
any Man that acted upon Principles of Sncerit '%, very fearfiil to 
uſe an Example taken out of him in Matters of Prattice. 
L believe the Objector ai?s upon Principles of Sincerity 
in other things ; notwithſtanding that he {zems to forget 
them in his Quotations. In theſe I muſt necds ſay, he 
gives great{uſpicion of the contrary, by omitting thoſe 
words that 'make againſt him in his own Authors: Of 
which I ſhall give a clear proof by and by, and I doubr 
not you will find the like 1n other places of his Book. 
But whereas he bringeth all Chronologers on his ſide 
againſt Joſephus, he ſhould have excepted all the Beſt, bot! 
Ancient and Modern; and among them particularly our 
excellent Primate, who followeth Toſephns in every part 
of this Story. I allow hin indeed the Jewiſþ Chronolo- 
gers, Who are as much the Enemies of Ioſephas as he is 
himtelf; for they have the like quarrel againſt him, be- 
cauſe he breaks all their Meaſures, 
But yet the Jewiſþ Chronologers will not help the Ob- 
jeQor in his Cauſe. They will not make Iadans live to 
124 years of Age, and Sazballat to 145, They are fo far 
from that, that they ſcarce allow cicher of them any Ape. 
1 Garz, For they make (4) the whole time of the ſecond Temple 
PS7-x< 64 at Jernſalcm, 'till the ſixth year of Alexander the Great, 

to be but 34 years. And 1n that ſixth year of Alexander, 
70:6 they ſay that he came up againſt Jeryſalem; and that Tad 
\" $1.19 d1s the High-Prieſt, and all the Elders of 1/-ae! came forth 
# tokim; and that tiiey made a Covenant with Alexander 
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iy (tho? Darins was then living.) This Story fills up molt of 
KI «©: 5% that(e) very page,that our Obiector quotes in his Margent. 
8 i Oaly there the High-Pric{t 1s called Szeon the juit, But 


thar this makes no difference in the Story, he might have 
(74792 {een in the paſſage (/) next before, where Ganz tells us of 
þe 


20, this $2702 rhe juit, that his name was Iiddns, And for 
the 


© 39 3 


che building of the Temple at Mount Garizim, which as 


the Objector ſaith,(g) The Jewiſh Chrozotogers affirm to have (3) p. 10+ 


beew built long before Alexander's time : His Ganz tells us, 
(-) that ſome of their Writers have ſaid fo; but he diſprovyes 
them, and athrms of a certainty, that it was built in 4- 
lexander's time, and by his permiſſion. He doth indeed 
confound the two Saxballats, the Chuthean and the Horonite, 
and makes Manzſſes to be the Prieſt that was depoſed in 


# % - 
\b p.6G.0,. 
s & 


Nehemial's time. This might be excuſed ina Jew, thar .. 
reckons that ACt of Nehemiah but 4 years before the Reign p.56, <-.. 


of Alexander the Great: But is not to be allow'd one that 
reckons one hundred years between, and takes upon him 
to corret Joſephus by Chriſtian Chronology. 

But beſides theſe difficalties ia Chron»logy, which I have 
proved to be none; the Objeftor faith, there are ſeveral 
Inconſiſtencies in the ſtory it ſelf, noted by Salian. 

That Ieſuit was an Enemy to the very name of Joſe- 
phus, for Scaliger's fake. But without engaging in the 
quarrel between them, TI take the Izconſiſtencies as they 
ly here before me. 

Object. The firſt is, that Toſephns faith, the Phenicians and 
Chaldeans, who followed Alexander, when he came again(t 
Teruſalem,thought to have plunder'd the City. Now faith the 
ObjeQor, How ſhorld he have Chaldzans iz his Army, when as 
yet he had not taken Babylon, nor come near to Chaldea ? 

Anſwer. He might have Chaldeans in his Army, of thoſe 
whom he had taken at Jſus, many of whom turn'd over 


to Alexaader, and ſerved him, as he (i) told Darizs 1n his (7) 4144, 


Epiſtle. But I confeſs I know not why theſe Chaldeans | 
ſhould be named together with the Phenicians, as if thele 
two Nations ſhould be eager for the ſpoils of lernſalem, 
above all the reſt that were in Alexander's Army. There 
muſt be ſome particular reaſon for this eagernels in theſe 
two Nations abcye others : And that probably _— for 
their 
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their own efpecial gain, or for ſome National ſpite a- 
gainiſt the Jews, And indeed for the Phenicians, the firit 
of theſe Reaſons is plain, becauſe they had .the chief Sea- 
Ports, and the "Trade of that part of the World. There- 
fore Tyrus ſaid of old (4) againtt Jernſalem in the time of 
Nebuchadnezzar. Aha ſhe is broken, —— ſhe ts turned unto 
ze : I ſhall be repleniſht, when ſhe is laid waſte. The lame 
hope they might have now again. But this being a rea- 
{on peculiar to the Phznicians; no other Nation could be 
{0 intent upon the ſpoils of Teruſalem, but only tor ſpite, 
and that was not to be imagined in the Caldzms ; who 
after ſo long acquaintance as they had with the Jews in 
their Captivity, were kinder to them than any other Peo» 
ple, and have continued ſo ever fince. But theſe here 
{poken of muſt be Enemies of the Jews ; and who {hould 
they be of all the Nations that Alexander had 1n his Army * 
Ot all the Nations 1n the World none fo likely as the Sama» 
ritans. And of them Toſephus told us lately before, there 
were 8- 00 ſent by Saballat, that were now in the Army. 
But when Ioſepls ſpeaks of theſe People in anger, he com- 
monly calleth them Chuthei ; which 1s fo near the word 
Chaldei,thatT cannot forbear oftering this as an Emendation 
of the Text: For XAnaaAton write XoroeaAIgN, and then 
there 15 no Jnconſſtency. 

The next thing might very well have been ſpared ; for 
there is no Incoaliſtency init: That the Tews when they 
had found favour with Alexander, ſhould ask the like fa- 
vour for their Brethren that were in Bavz/on and Meaza. 
Thoſe Countreys, tho A/exander had not yet conquered, yet 
it coulcl not be doubted, that they would be ſhortly in h1s 
hands. And that Taddzs askt favour for them, and that 
Alexander granted it, or rather that he promiſed it, (tor 10 


*7+ the Greek word ſignifyeth ;) They are much to ſeek tor 


Faults, that can tind them in {© clear a paſſage as this. 
But 


EPI 

But ſuch another is that which next followeth, +7. 
That the Army was aſtoniſht to ſez Alexander worſhip 
TJaddus, Well they might: "Though it was but Civil Wor- 
ſhip; it was a wonderful thing, that ſo great a Kins 
{hould give it to a Prieſt, or to any other humane Being. 

But the fault is, that Foſephns ſhould pur it in Parme- 
#i0's Mouth to ask Alexander, wherefore he ſhould adore 
another, that was himſelf ador'd by all. It is judg'd by 
Salian, and the Objector, an inconſiſtency, to ſay that A- 
lexander was ador'd, or that he beliey'd himſelf the Son of 
Jupiter, betore his coming into Egypr, &c. Yet thoſe Lear- 
ned Men could not but know that adoration was paid to 
Eaſtern Princes, that did not believe themſelves the Sons 
of Jupiter. It was ſo far from this that it was not con- 


fin'd to Crown'd Heads. Joſephns * tells us in this Book; « 7; are. 
that Hamman, being the King's Favourite, as oft as he came xi. 6. 


to Court, had adoration paid him by all, as well Stran- 
gers as Perſians. How much more ſhould it-be paid to 
Alexander himielt by them of the conquer'd Nations? No 
leſs than the Mother of Darizs, when ſhe was taken Pri- 
{oner at Iſſus, and Alexander came to give her a Viſit, re- 


ceiv'd him * with this Ceremony. She perforni'd it in-, ;,, :. 
deed, by miſtake, to Hepheſtion that came with him, be- 41. 


cauſe he made a better figure, and when ſhe underſtood 
her miſtake, was much out of Countenance, till the King 
himſelf told her it is no miſtake, he is Alexander. But 
I have not read that he told her he would not be treat- 
ed with that Ceremony. It ſeems therefore he did ſuffer 
himſelf to be ador'd, even before his going into Eg7pr : 
And therefore what Joſephus tells us, of Parmenio's ſaying 
thoieWords,might be true for ought we know ; kowloever 
he might have faid them without any I2cozſiſtercy. 

The things in theſe two laſt Anſwers are fo plain, that 
I cannot thiak how it came to pals that the ObyzCtor cid 
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not ſze them : unleſs it be that Joſephus had offended him 
io much, that he was too greedy of Objections againſt him, 
and did not regard what might be faid in his vindication. 

In this angry. humour he runs on- in the next page. 
And there he calls in Calviſins. to be his ſecond. 

He could not have found a fitter Man to-take his part. 
For he had a quarrel of his own againit Joſephus, for 
writing ſuch things as would not conſiſt with his Chro- 
nology. But that was Scalzzer's fault, that had cramprt 
that part of his Chronology, by beginning Daxtel's 70 
Weeks in Darirs Not/us his time. In conſequence of.that, 
he muſt make Nehemia's Artaxerxes to be Mnemon 1nſtead 
ot Longimanus: And the Darius that he mentions mult 
not be Nothus, but Codomannns: And if Nehemiah liv'd till 
Codomannus his time, ſo might his Sanballat as well: And 
then why ſhould not the Prieſt that Nehemia) depriv'd, 
be Maraſſes, the ſame that is mention'd in Foſephus? All 
this both Scalzger and Calviſius are for ; and our Objettor 
if he pleas'd might have quoted them for thele things. 
But then his Arithmetick would have been of no uſe : For 
Sapballat's 145: years would have been but fourſcore, Ma- 
aſſes might have been a young Man, and Jaadxs of middle 
Age ; and ſo there had been an end of all his Inſuperable 
difficulties. Thoſe two learned Men were 1o far from ſee- 
ing any difficulty in the Story of Jaddas, as Joſephus tells it, 
that they take it for unqueſtionable Hiſtory. But why then 
doth the Objector bring in Calviſivs, as if he were of his 
{ide in this Argument? He will ſay he doth not, here 
iS 20 mention of Jaddus. Very well,. but here are hard 
Cenſures on Joſephus, which being brought in in this 
Piace, tho* they do not belong to it, may ſerve as well as 
1t they did : Though Calvifius intended them for things 
wherein 7oſephus differ'd from him, yet the Reader may 


apply them to that Srory wherein he agreed with 


| (19) 
If the ObjeCtor dealt candidly in this, he doth not i 

always. We have a great inſtance of the contrary in his 

{ſhuffling and cutting with theConvocation-Book.He againit 

whom he writes had urg'd the Example of 7addus, for 

ſomething which the ObjeCtor doth not like ; and to give 

the more Credit to it, he faith (as here he is quoted) that 

whether the ſtory be true or no, the Convocation ſerms to be- 

lieve it. He gives very good reaſon to judge ſo, becauſe 

they have inſerted part of it into the Convocation-Book. Thev 

have indeed taken 1n all that the Objetor throws aur, 

concerning Sanballat, and Manaſſes, and Faddnus ; And they 

* expreſly quote Joſephus for it as their Author ; though by , 

making his Saballat the ſame with Nehemih's, it appears chap. 39. 

that they follow Scaliger and Calviſins in their Chronolo- P: 23: 

gy. Bur for the Story, which is ſo much conteſted by 

our ObjeCtor, they not only take it for an undoubted 

Truth, but they Reaſon upon it as to matter of Practice. 

Our ObjeCtor ſaith well, that Mex that have any care of 

their Souls will hardly venture to att upon one ſingle Example, 

and that alſo voucht but by a ſingle and ſuſpicious Author. They 

may do well to thiak of this, that go in untrodden ways, 

and yet dama all them that will not follow them. But 

it is upon the ſingle Example of Jaddss having ſworn to 

Darius, that the Convocation faith, that the Jewi/þ High- 

Priefts were bound to the Kings of Perſia by an Oath, 

when they were made High-Priefts. And they add this 

* judgment upon it, that if avy Man affirm— that Faddns + c,,..,, 

the Higl-Prieſt did amiſs in binding his Allegiznce to Kzag can: 5<- 

Darius by az Oath, or that he had not finn'd if he had refus'd® op 

(being thereunto requir d) ſo to have ſmorn — he doth greatly 

err. It isplain that they affirm this upon one ſingle Ex- 

ample, and that alſo vauche but by a ſingle Authority. 

They do indeed profels they do rot * hold it Canonical nos yay 4. 

more than the Books of the Maccabees and other ancient Hi- v. 64. 

D 2 ftoriographer: ; 
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toriozraphers ; but nemther did they judge it (as out Ob- 
j<ctor doth) to be of Suſpicious Authority. 
iie vwas aware how much their judgment would be pre- 
ferred before his, where he difters from them. And there- 
fore finding them againſt him in all he hath ſaid of the ſuf: 
piciou{nels of this Story, he is now for compounding the 
Matter. As far as this Story will make on his fide, he is 
content they ſhould believe it ; provided they will give up 
that part of it for which he hath rejected the whole. That 
35, he is content they ſhould take Foſephws for a good Au- 
thor, only as far as his Authority makes for the not-{wear- 
ers. Ancaſy Reader may be perſuaded to this ; but not 
without ſome {hew. of proof. . And therefore he tells you, 
they of the Convocation mention, and thereby approve, 
Taddns his Anſwer to Alexander, That be had ſworn Allegi- 
giance to Darius, axd therefore could not wiolate his Oath ſo 
{org as Darius lived, From hence the ObjeCtor inters, that 
their tenſe is, That a» Oath of Allegiance was binding to a 
Prince [o long as he lived, aud had not given up his right, tho 
he was beaten inthe Field, and fled before his Enemies. "This 
is what the Objector would have. But the ſenſe of the 
Convocation will beſt appear by their own words ; and 
*cexror, thus they go on * with the Story : Alexander by Gods Pro- 
popes ” vidence having vanquiſht the Perſians; (that 1s, having * 0- 
*1þ.ch.29. Verthrown Darizs che King of the Perſzans, upon which 
the Monarchy of the Grecians began,) the Jews amongſt ma- 
27 other Nations became HIS SUBJECTS. He dealt favour- 
«ly with them, releaſt them of ſome Payments, viz. from pay= 
is 10g Tribute on the Sabbatical years, and granted them i= 
| 3 berty to live according to their own Laws. 
| Thele laſt are the words of Joſephus in that very Chap- 
ter which was quoted before in the Convocation Book 3; 
and the things here ſpoken, were done by Alexander then 
when he was at ern/alem, two years before the Death of 
| Darits. 
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449 


Vit, — That the Jews (i. 3 te 


much as they had been before the Subjects of Darins,though 
he was yet living. 


But this will not go down with the ObjeQor. He faith, 
For the other part of the Story, of Jaddus ſubmitting to Alex- 
ander while Darius was living, the Convocation take n0 xotice 
of it. They do not name Faddws indeed. But what faith 
he to theſe * words, that the Jews generally both Prictts and 
People were the Subjects of ALEXANDER ? Thoſe words 
ſeem to be intended chiefly of Fadans, at leaft they take 
tim in among the Prieſts and People. But then faith the 
ObjeRor, 7t doth not any where appear, That they (the Con- 
vocation,) thought Darius was then living. No : Doth it 
appear, that they thought what they writ ? Their Boot: 
faith, He by flight eſcaped, when his Army was diſcomfited. 
And tho they do not ſay, he was living when Alexander 
came to Feruſalem, yet no Learned Man can be ignorant, 
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( 22 ) 
\ That he lived two years after this. But the Convocation 
were not concern'd whether he were living or no, any 
longer than while the People of God were under his Do- 
minion. The Changes of Governments over the Fer. 
was the thing which the Convocation were to conlidec. 
And now upon. this Change of Government, they tell us, 
That the Jews, both Prieits and People, being Swbjetts of 
Alexander, (whether Darius was living or dead,) they 
were bound to pray for the long life and proſperity both of Alex- 
ander and his Empire, .as they had bee bound before to pray fo! 
the long life and proſperity of the other Kzngs and their Kjn:> 
doms, Whi'c then lived under their Subjetion. Therefore 
when they were no longer in ſubjection to Darzus, it 
was all one to them whether he were living or dead. 


From what hath been ſaid, the Anſwer is plain to his 
Queſtion, concerning Submiſſion to a Icſſeſſor of Power, not= 
withſtanding an Oath to a lawful King, wi.o 1s alive, and inſifts 
upon his right, whether it be argued /rom the Story or 
= the Copvoration-Fook? It may be trom either or both, 
for ought that he hath ſaid to the contrary : The Story 
hath been clear'd from all fuſpicion of Falſhood, That he 
bath endeavour'd to faiten upon it. 'The Convocation- 
Book hath ſpoken for it ſelf, and hath much more «o ſay ; 
but this little is enough ro ſhew our O\jector, that he 
might better have let it alone than brought it into this 
Controverſy. 


After all he comes to this, that gr.zt the Story rrue, it 
is not to the purpoſe it is urg'd for. How fo? Becaule this 
of Zaddns 1s a ſingular and exempt Caſe. What he did was 
by eſpecial! Revelation from God ; who, as Foſephus lays, 
appear'd to him in a Dream, and warn'd him to ſubmit to A- 
lexander, and to meet him in that ſolemn manner as he aid. 
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He 1s aware, that there is a prejudice againſt this ; 
namely, That Prophecy was then departed from the Jewiſh 
Church. This is certainly true : Malachi having given 
them * warning, that the next Prophet that ſhould come, + ,,., 
would be Elias. But the ObjeQtor ſhifts off this, by telling 3. 
us, That when there were no more Prophets, yet ſtill there 
was an inferior degree of Prophecy, which laſted for a long time, 


as the Bath Kol, and probably ſome other way, as by Dreams, &C. 


iy, 


To make way for thele, he tells us, it wss always the 
Cuſtom in the Jewilh Church, in caſes of great Extremity, to 
have recourſe to God for ſome expreſs Revelation what they 
ſhould do. This is more than the Jews knew, or they did 
not think of it, at that time * when Judas Maccabems being * 1 He. 
ſlain, there was a great affliction in Iſracl, the like whereof © © 
was not ſince the time that a Prophet was not ſeen among them. 
For then they took meer humane Counſels, without look- 
ing for any expreſs Revelation. That in ſuch Diſtreſles, 
they uſed Falting and x x mh was to ſcek God for Deli- 
verance, as hath been uled in all Ages. And thus 7oſephns 
tells us, the Jews did at this time when Alexander was 
coming againit them. They faſted and prayed for a De- 
Jliverance. Thus far there is nothing ftrange in the 
Hiſtory. 


But then mark what follows. The next night God ap- 
pear'd to Faddus, and order'd him ſo todo; that is, ſo as he 
rold us before, namely, 7 ſubmit ro Alexander, and to 
meet him as he did, Here he would make us believe we 
have a Wolf by the Ears, for whether we admit -this, 
or deny it, we are in his danger either way. If we deny 
this part of the Story, why may not the Objector as well 
deny all the reſt? But if we admit it, then it is wholly 
beſide the purpoſe ; For ſaith he (with his uſual civility) 
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"theſe Gentlemen will ſhew us any expreſs Revelation ſer 


what they ao, as Jaddus had, then they ſay ſomething: But 


- 
, 


till they can (hew that, this Example, if true, will do them 


0 [ervice. He hath oblig'd me ſo much with this Com- 
pl:ment, that I cannot chuſe but admit, that here was 


1 expreſs Revelation. But I cannot grant him his Conle. 


quence, tall I ſee how it follows from the Premiſes. In 
order to this, he ſhould have told us what Revelation it 
was that Jaddus had, and what uſe it was for : And then 
have ſhew'd that we have the like occaſion, before he 
had required us to ſhew the like Revelation. . But ſince 
he is ſo ſhort .in his account of theſe things, I muſt be 
rhe longer 1n conſidering them more particularly. 


**+ Mal. 1v. 


Firſt, Take every thing as the Objector would have it, 
namely, that Jaddus had a Revelation from God, that he 
ſhould SUBMIT to Alexander, though Darius was It 
ving ; and notwithſtanding his Oath by which, as Zaddus 
formerly . thought, he was bound to the contrary. If 
Jaddus was ther 1n the right concerning the Obligation 
of his Oath to Dari«s, the thing that he was ow put upon 
was the horrible f1a of Rebellion, aggravated with per- 
jury, and whatſoever elſe the Objector thinks fit to load 
his Brethren with : only this of Zaddus he tells us was a 
fingular ad exempt Caſe, for he was put upon it by Di- 
vine Revelation. But even 1n this caſe, there would 
have been ſomething elſe neceſſary to engage the people 
to go along with him 1n this ſubmiſſion. For ſince now 
they were to look for no Prophet more, till the coming 
of Elias, as Malachi * told them, but were left under a 
ſtrift charge to rememtcr the Law of Moſes with the Statutes 
and Judgments ; this change of their Aliegiance from Da- 
rius to Alexander, being as the Objector will have it, Re- 
bellion and Perjury, than which nothing can be more con- 
trary 
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trary to the Law of God ; how could Jaddus hope 
to bring them to this, by telling them only that he 
had a Revelation from God ? He could not' pre- 
tend to it, without making himſelf as great a 
Prophet as thoſe were by whom thoſe Precepts 
were given. And then he mult prove it, by ſhew- 
ing ſuch ſigns as thoſe former Prophets did: O- 
therwiſe the Jews were {o far from | being bound 
to believe him, that they were to look upon him as 
a falle Prophet, and as ſuch to put him to death. 
We lee how ready the Jews were to Execute this 
upon our Saviour, as oft as he ſeenr'd to teach 
any thing contrary to their Law, though he did 
prove himſelf a Prophet by the working of Mi- 
racles. But Joſephus doth not tell us, that Jaddus 
did any Miracle; (it he had, we ought not to 
have believed him ;) and yet the Jewiſh Church 
at that time, was ſo far from ſtoning Jaddus for 
pretending this Revelation, that they all join'd with 
him in ſubmitting to Alexander, even while Darimns 
was living. And therefore we may be ſure, that 
this Revelation was not againſt their common aud 
ſtanding Rules, as our Objector would have it. 


It was fo very agrea'>si2 to them, that if the 
Matter of the Revelaiiou were as he reports it, 
there could be no reatur given why 7addas ſhould 
have a Revelation, wut tis, iiat God ſaw 1t ne- 
ceiſary for the correEti;;; os raat former Error of 
Jadaus, by which, if he I. run on it, and ſtood 
out pertinaciouſly againic 4/exander, (25 fome do 
againſt Their preſent Mje/-45,) 1t had been a cer- 
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( 26 ) 
tain way to have deſtroyed the Jewiſh Church, 
Bleſſed be God, that hath preſerv'd our Church, 
by letting us ſee, that our Submiſſion is ſo agree- 
able to the Rules of our Religion and to the Prac- 
tice of his Church in all Ages, that there is no 
need of proving it to be our Duty that way which 
the ObjeQtor requires, namely, by ar expreſs Re» 


velation. 


But what: if there was nothing of Submiſſion 
to Alexander 1n the Revelation that was made to 
Jaddus* Then thoſe words upon which all his 
Argument moves, namely, the words T O S U B- 
MIT, were thruſt in by the ObjeCtor, If he 
did this by miſtake, he may ealily correct it, by 
reading the place in Joſephus. There he will find 
nothing of any Revelation that Jaddays had to [ub- 
mit and to meet Alexander: There was no occa- 
fion for it. For thus- far he. had determin'd al- 
ready, before the Prayer and Faſting, upon which 
he bad this Revelation. Theſe are Joſephns his 
words ; Alexander having taken Gaza, made haſte to 
20 up to Jerulalem. The High Prieſ# Jaddus «por 
the hearing of this, was in an Agony of fear ;, being 
at his wits end to thick how he ſhould MEE T the 
Macedons ; the Kjng being angry at his Diſobedi- 
ence formerly. It ſeems he was reſolved to have no 
more anger on that account, but to make his Peace 
by an humble Submiſſion : And therefore he was 
in care how to meet the Macedons, faith Joſephus. 
Who thus goes on, having therefore order'd the Peo- 
ple to. make Supplications, and himſelf with them offer- 
is 


C 27 3 
#ng Sacrifice to God, he beſought him to protect the N..- 
tion, and to deliver them from the imminent dar: 
gers, It 1s plain, that theſe were Prayers for De- 
liverance, and not for a Revelation, as the Objetor 
is pleas'd to ſay. But was there not a Revela- 
tion after this ? Yes, it follows, That after the 
Sacrifice, when he was gone to bed, in his ſleep, God 
bad bim be of good courage; and let them Crown the 
City, and open their Gates; and for their ME E T- 
ING, (which they had reſolved before, but were 
in care how to do 1t, ſo as might move the Kings 
favour or compaſſhon,) Let them go, ((aith he,) the 
reſt in White Garments, but he with the Prieſts in 
thoſe Veſt ments which the Law hath preſcrib'd, and be 
confident they ſhall ſuffer no evil, for that God will 
provide for them: Here is every word of the Re- 
velation; in which, God that beſt knew what a 
Dream he had ſent ro Alexander before his coming 
out of Macedonia, now orders Iaddus to put him- 
ſelf iat9 that Dreſs in which Alexander had ſeen 
him in that Dream. This was a likely way in- 
deed to ſtriice an awe into the Conqueror, and to 
make him reverence the Prieſt of that God by 
whoſe Condu&t he had gotten thole Victories. 
And it had that effeA, as YJoſcphins tells us. A- 
lexander did acknowledge this was he that firſt in- 
vited him over into Aſia. I ſaw him zher (laith he,) 
in the [:me habit ; — 1 zever ſaw any other in {uh 
a Robe: Ard now ſceins him, and remem'iring my 
Dream, I mm: ſatisfjed it was God that ſent me on this 
Expedition, XC. 
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It appears that Jaddys had a direCtion from God 
in what manner he ihould meet Alexander, fo as 
not only to pacify his wrath, but to recommend 
himſelf into his favour. For the Command of Sub- 
niſfion, which is not in Toſephrs, there was no need 
of that, for the People had determined to ſubmit, 
being not. able to reſiſt. But if it had been as the 
Objector imagins, yet it would do him no Service, 
as I have ſufficiently ſhewn: And therefore af- 
rer all that he hath ſaid, this Story of Iaadvrs af- 
fords us a very good unquelſtionable inftance of the 
judgment of 'the Jewiſh Church in his Age; that 
it is lawful to ſubmit to a Prince that comes in 
by Conqueſt, and that it 15 our Duty to pay Al- 
legiance to him as his Subjects, when he 1s ſet- 
led by the general conſent of the People, not- 
withſtanding an Oath to a former King who is 
yet living. 


One thing the Objector hath to ſay againſt 
this, which I think was put out of it's place, and 
ought to come in here tor a Reſerve. In caſe 
it appear'd that the Story of Iaddus was not only 
true, but to our purpoſe, then it had been time 
tor him to tell us, that all this is nothing to 
him and his party. They care not what Taddus 
did, they know what they will do. He faith this 
in effe&, in the following * words, The Pradtice of 
the High Prieſt in that corrupt State of the Jewiſh 
Church, will not ſiznify much to us, and no more 
in this, than in their other Immoralities. This 
was 
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was frankly ſaid, but I think not very ingenu- 


oully. 


Firſk, He ſpeaks as if Jaddns were ſingle in 
this AQ of Submiſhon; when it is evident, 


that the whole Church of God 
along with him : And the Iews 


and People were Subjetts to Alexander, in the words of 


the Convocation Book. 


at that time, went 
generally, both Prieſts 


He tells us of that corrupt ſtate of the Jewiſh 


Church in Jaddus's time : This 


1s news, All Anci- 


ent Writers ſpeak of thoſe times as the beſt that 
ever were under the ſecond Temple. The Church 
was much reform'd by thoſe excellent Men that 
flouriſhed in the Age next before; namely by. Ne- 


hemiah the Governour, Ez”a 


Prieſt and Scribe, 


and Malachi the laſt of the Prophets. At this ve- 
ry time, beſide Taddyus himſelf, whom the Jews 
* make the laſt of the Men of the great Synagogne ; * Gs, ps 
there was allo Bznſira, as * they tell us, a ſhi- —* 

ning Light to the Iſraelites, and one that much 4, ** 


advanc'd the honour of our 
was Ozias the High-Prieſt , 


whoſe praiſe {wells a * Chapter in Eccleſiaſticus. , 


God. After them 
and his Son Simon, 


His branding of thoſe excellent Men, and the 
Church of God in thoſe times, may teach us to 
bear the CharaCters he gives us the more patiently. 
So likewiſe, when he faith their Practice will ſoz- 


nific uo more to us in this, than 


in their other Inmo- 


ralities, The meaning is, there muſt be other Im 


moralities in them that differ 


from him in his 
Point, 


Eccl. $0. 


o - p = 

_ n l we MC; T - —_ 4 

y _ _— Ks A. a < 

24 d. 4 me . ” "_—__ 

moan _- _ * ©, yi 

It_— a _— - «a . 
-.. 
0 ——— - ” 


—_ 
— _—— 


; a - - 
L.. ——4HS Wo > _—_ 
- I © a = 
>—w = 
> _ 
- » 


_ 


0 I « 


: — — = 
"AA '- D= WV _ 


( 3o )) 
-point. So here we have a Teſt, to try who are, 
and who are not honeſt Men. 


Yet I dare be bold to ſay, he never found Iad- 
aus Charged with any Immorality whatſoever, 
Nor we have not found him in any Error but 
this, that he thought himſelf bound to Darins 
while he was living. This was an Error indeed, 
if he meant as the Words ſtrictly fignifie. For 
an Oath of Allegiance to any King, can bind 
one no longer than while he is that King's SubjeQ, 
It doth not bind, faith the * Objector, in caſe 
of Cefſion or Submiſſion. Nor, ſay other Divines, 
in Caſe of -Conqueſt : And Iaddyus, when he be- 
came ſubjet to Alexander, was plainly of this 
later Opinion, by which he explain'd or correqed 
what he ſaid formerly. 


Now Jaddnus being a Man of that high place 
in the Church, of ſo clear a Repute ever fince 
in all Ages; what ſhould make the ObjeQtor and 
his Party (which I hope is not great) make ſo 
light of ſuch an eminent and venerable Example ? 
He tells us Iaddns becoming a Subjeff to Alexander 
contrary to his Oath, is no more a Pattern for us to 
follow, than Bliaſhib's building a Chamber in the 
Temple for Tobia, is aw Argument for us to att 
contrary to the expreſs Laws of God. This is home 
to the purpoſe, and being faid at the firſt, might 
have f{av'd him and me all this trouble, 


Now 
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Now all the Queſtion is, whether Jaddus aR- 
ed contrary to his Oath to Darias, in becoming 
a Subjeft to Alexander. To judge aright of this 
Queſtion, we mult confider what Circumſtances 


he was in at the taking of this Oath, and how 


they were chang'd at the time of his ſubmitting 
to Alexanatr. 


Firſt, He was a Subjet to Darius before the 
taking of this Oath : and by it he gave no other 
right to Darius, than what he had before, he 
gave him only a greater aſſurance. 


Secondly, The right that Darius had over the 
Jews, was no other than what deicended to him 
ftrom Cyrus: And that was by his Conqueſt -0- 


ver the Babyloniavs, ; that were their former 
Lords. 


Thirdly, That right of Conqueſt being deſcended 


to this Darius, was won from him by Alexander, 
that had overcome him in War, and ſo made 
himſelf Lord of that Country, and ſo Alexander 
now had the ſame right to their Allegiance which 
Darias had before. 


Fourthly, His right to their Allegiance being 


ceaſed, their Oath to him was of no Obligation :- 


But they were. as free, and had as much reaſon 
to pay their Allegiance now to Alexander, As 
they had formerly to Darizs or Cyras. 


This 
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This ſeems to be the ground that Taddus went © 
upon. And if it was, he had reaſon to think he 
did not contrary to his Oath. For he kept it to 
the liſt, till there was no ſuch King as he had 
{worn ts: And then, having no Revelatioa to 
Guide him, he yielded to the Providence of God, 
in ſubmitting to him that had won the Kingdom 
trom Darins. 


The Obje&or having ſaid, becauſe he will 
have it ſo, that this Submiſſion of Iaddus was con- 
trary to his Oath; goes on, and compares it 
with that Fa& of Elaſhib, which the Scripture it 
ſelf ſaith, was contrary to expreſs Laws of God. 
And therefore he would have us take heed of 
following Iaddys for our Pattern ; as 'if we were 
as well afſurd of what he ſaith, as we are of 
what we read in the Scripture. | 


He values his own Opinion too. much, that 
would impoſe it upon others at this rate. 


And yet he that will not ſubmit to it, falls un- 
der all the heavy Cenfures of his Book. They 
muſt be Deſerters of Principles, and guilty of Re- 
kellion and Perjwry, and why not! Should we 
| think to come. of better than Jadaus who is 
condemned already, and with him all the Jewiſh 
Church of that Age. Bur all other Churches of 
God have done like them, as oft as they have 
come into their Circumſtances, 


C33) 


I do not except that which he fills his Book wich 
namely the Jewiſh Church in Jehozads's time ; for they 
were in much different Circumſtances, as I doubt 
not you will ſhew. He cannot pretend to ſhew, 
that any other Church hath done otherwiſe then 
that under Igddus, which he hath condegined al- 
ready. He will ſhortly ſce, that they are all againſt 
him in this ' Cauſe; and then we are to expe&t 
the like Judgment upon all Churches, Jewiſh and 
Chriſtian, unleſs the ObjeQtor think better, and 
change his mind, or at teaſt forbear ſuch unjuſt 
and uncharitable Cenſures, which I wiſh he may 
both for his own and for the Churches ſake. 


This I hope will be the Fruit of your Anſwer 
tb his Poſtſcript, which is earneſtly expe&ted by 
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Tour Friend and Servant. 
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Ul. #: oral Hy, o Dom. ks Soul. . of. Myr t: Conteins 
ings 1: oats ” £4 duc to the Soul ;jabove the 
| from reaſon of it's Spiritual and Im 
: bz ature. . Of .our Duties of Religiqn. and of 
"Morality, Vhethen towards, Gog, whether rowards 
our ſelves, whether towards .. Man, and of out 
Duty of all Goſpel Self.denaal ; which reſult from 
the ,nfnner- how our Souls "re and, Operate. in 
git: Bodies. under the . Vitible, Empire. 6f- God 
"Goncerning our Duties. me and .Eterni 
ty, of-the preſent Life and of the Life to:ceme; 0 
the. preſenc World and of the World .to come 
which reſult from the manner how our So 
ought to be out of our s, firft of all; anc 
then in our Spiritualiz'd Bodies after the Unive 
{al Reſurrection, Otivo. 


oh A_ Pious- Office, for lick and I Perſons 
- Wherein many: DireQions and-yſeful InftruMic 
n them; with 'Supplications, Praye 
and Meds, proper for OE Conditiot 
Of avs, : 
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